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CRIMINAL JUSTICE COUNCIL OPERATIONAL OVERVIEW

Vision Statement

The vision of the Criminal Justice Council is a fair and effective criminal justice system.

Mission Statement

The Criminal Justice Council engages in a collaborative process of information
sharing to maximize resources resulting in an enhanced criminal justice process.
This work is accomplished through utilizing resedraked practices to ensure
commurity safety through the promotion and support of: intervention forresk
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Created in 1992, the Dutchess County Criminal Justice Council (CJC) serves in an
advisory capacity to the Legislature and the County Executive. In 1993, the

Dutchess County Legislature passed Resolution Number 61 that formally created

and recognizedthe &rYA Yy I £ WdzAGAOS / 2dzy OAt | a ayS0OSa
FYR STFSOGADBS ONAYAYLIf 2dzaiA0S aeaidSyoe
amendments regarding membership and other operational guidelines. A 2011

resolution outlined the duties and futions of the Executive Committee.

Through a strategic planning process facilitated by the National Institute of
Corrections, the CJC developed a committee structure and committed to the use
of evidencebased practices.

Presently, the CJC hes committeesas well as an Executive Committee. The

newest committeethe PoliceReform and Reinventio@ollaborative was created

in 220to complywith Executive OrdeNo. 203 issued b§overnor Andrew

Cuomo. Chaired by Kenneth Romans ttommitteg working with the{ K SNA T ¥ Q&
Office and other police agenciggoduced A Plan to Reform, Modernize and

Reinvent Law Enforcement and Policing in Dutchess Cdonsybmission to the
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County Executive and legislatuzarly in2022

The Juvenile Justice Committee, chaired by Karen DeSimoneg$amysertinent
issues within the juvenile justice systeithis committee has a diverse
membership thais linked to regional and state groups working on similar topics.
The committee was concerned with the lack of detention biedls/outh charged
with extremely serious offenseBExcept foMNew York City, this is a stat@le
issue.The committee has also been expiaginitiatives to address the rise of
violence and gangiwolvement among our youth.

Raise the Ag€ommittee, chaired by the Honorable Joseph Egitto, Dutchess
County Family Courtaichieved its primary goal of planning for the
implementation ofRaise the Agerhich became fully effective in 202Raise the
Agechanged the age of criminal responsibility from 16 to 18 yearsTdid.

county created and submitted its plan which was subsequently approved by the
state.Consequently, there is no longer a need for a formal committee although
itsmembers meeperiodicaly to discusselevantissues such as a lack of
detention beds for youthlssuegelated toRaise the Agmayalsobe addressed

by the Juvenile Justice Committee.

Chaired by the CJC consultabt. Gary Christensethe Quality Assurance
Committee focuses on criminal justice processing through the development of
standards and methodology, periodiadits,and quality assurance measures.
Thecommittee has been focusing on the impact of bail reform as wellAgID


http://www.dutchessny.gov/

19 on the justiceinvolved populationThiscommittee greatly enhances the
ability of agencies and council members to monitor success toward achieving
established goals'he committee alsbelps to identify other interventions and
services that may be necessaryachieve those goals.

Created in 2015, both the Diversion and Special Populations committees were
formed at the recommendation of County Executive Marcus J. Molinaro. The
Diversion Committee has focused ensuringall law enforcement agencies in the
courty receiveCrisis Intervention Training (CIT)T is regularly offered to law
enforcement agencies with abouB% of allcurrentlaw enforcemenpersonnel

in the countyClITtrained. The Stabilization Center seshundreds of county
residents each year.

The Special Populations Committee addresses the negdstafeinvolved

special populationsThe committee assists Kevin Warwick, Alternative Solutions
Associates, Inc., in his work as a consultant to the colsriger the direction and
guidance of Mr. Warwick, thReEntry, Stabilization, Transition and Reintegration
Track(RESTARM@s been providing intensive eviderbased services to higher
risk (risk to recidivate) inmatet addition to RESTART, the contegtaided in
making Medication Assisted Treatment (MAT) more accesidilein the jail and
the community.In 2021, Special Populations focused omengry issuesand
strengtheningcommunity resources.

Public Defender Tom Angell and Irma Machddepartment ofCorrections and
Community Supervisiop-chair theReEntry Task Foroghich isprimarily
focused on the needs of the state prison population returning to the county.
works closely with Parole and with Exodus Transitional Commtmjfixovide the
servicemneeded for this populationThe committeestrengthened the residence
for homeless parolees by adding additional evidebased programming.

The Justick y @2 f @SR 2 2 Y S gh&irad biPebatok SupebvBor Alisyn
Gaffneyand Cherrell Evangillery, Project M.O.R.Eworks to ensuregender
based services are available to womenha criminal justice systenThe
committee works closely with N2 2 S O (i 2azavhShMmmsovwhioRsig G S NJ
funded bythe New York State Division of Criminal Justice Servites.
committee createl a ReEntry Guide for men and womeeturning to the
community from incarceratioh Y R & dzLJLI2Z NISR | 62YSy Qa
is scheduled to open in early 202

Based orthe foundational work of dask forcechaired by JdgeGerald Hayesa
Centralized Arraignment Committegas formed topursue the next steps
requiredto achieving the goalf creating centralized arraignmenthaired by the
Honorable Susa8ullivanBiscegliathe committee has been closelyorking with
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the Office of Court Administratioto establish centralized arraignment in the
county.

The Victims Committee, chaired by Kelly BoinKB Forensicépcuses o the
needs ofvictimgsurvivorsin the criminal justice systenit. is the only committee
whose primay goal is to give a voice to crime victims and advocate for their
needs.In 2021, the committee, in conjunction withr. Daria Hanssen froMarist
Collegeembarked on an initiative to determine the impact@OVIBL9 on
victims and service providers.

Bringing in the perspective of communityembers, the Community Involvement
Committee plays an essential rada the Crimnal Justice CouncDespitethe
pandemic, thecommittee, under the leadership of Shirley Adams, was #&ble
functionthrough virtual meansVirtualmeetings and forums allowed the public
to communicate on many matters impacting criminal justice.

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

The Executive Committee oversees and guides the work of the Council and its
committees, establishes strategirection,and analyzes available data to ensure
decisionmaking is informed by research. The Executive Committee meets
monthly and serves as thsteering committee for the full Council.

CRIMINAL JUSTICE COUNCIL

The Criminal Justice Council (CJC) meets six times annually at 8:00 a.m. on the
second Tuesday (unless there is a conflict with a holiday) of the following months:
January, March, Mayuly, Septemberand November. Meetings armormally

held at 230 North Road in Poughkeepsie and are open to the ptiaigever,

due to the pandemianeetings have beeheldvirtually since March 2020.

General information, annual and other reportseeting schedulg directionson

how to attend virtually as well asgendas and approved minutes are available on
0KS 02 dzy (i en@d.dutti®ssdyidvS ® o)

2021 Activities and Achievements

1 The Criminal Justice Council remained a member of the Justice
al ylr3sySyid LyadaAaiddziSQa blraAaz2ylFf bSidg2N]
Councils. Founded in 2010, the National Network of Criminal Justice
Coordinating Councils is a formal network that pr@ad forum for peer
to-peer learning and information sharing to build capacity for councils
nationally. Dutchess County was selectegoin from approximately 50
applicants;


http://www.dutchessny.gov/

One of themostsignificart changes to the criminal justice system
occurred indanuary202Q;bail reform.Shortly thereafter, in July 2020, the
reformitself was reformedThe CJGhrough its Quality Assurance
Committee, is engaged &valuating theeffect of bail reformespecially in
light of its impact on public safety;

Under the auspices of the Council and the oversight of th&iRey
Committee, asixteenthyear of funding from the New York State Division
of Criminal Justice Services (DCJS) fentey programming wa approved
by the state. Exodus Transitional Community is the provider;

The Council had several presentations from its consultant, Dr. Gary
Christensenwho provideddataon bail reform jail population RESTART
evidencebasedpracticesandcriminal justice processingReports may be
viewedin this documentoR y G KS O2dzyieQa 6So60aAidS dzy RSNJ
JusticeCouncij

RESTART, created in 2015, continued to evolve with the addition of more
evidencebased programming for participants and stgthened

community connectiondnterruptions toin-personprogramming

continued in 202-due toCOVIEL9, but the program was able to continue
virtually with the assistance of corrections stadffew programs were also
introducedand there wasan emphasis on traumanformedtraining.
Transitionalnd reentry services are essential components of the
program

2 A0K 3JdZARIFYOS FTNRY GUKS O2dzyieQa O2yadzZ il y
Populations Committee continued to review apibvide input for the
design of the programming units of the new Justice and TransiGamter

to ensure physical layout and programming needs continue to be aligned,;
Crisis Intervention Training (CIT) classes continued to be offered to local
law enforcenent agencies. This training enhances the ability of law
enforcement officers to deal effectively and with sensitivity to people
experiencing a mental health crisis. An eigbur version of the program

is also availableThe CJC also supported ehavioal Evaluation and
Assessment Team PatroBHAT. BEAT pairs law enforcement and social
workers to facilitate outreacin several jurisdictions;

Despite the pandemiche Stabilization Center continued to provide
services

Medication Assisted Treatment (MAbecameavailable at the D.Qalil

and more widely available in the communityth the advocacy and

support of the CJC;

Through the auspices of the CJC, the county was able to coordinate
activities and strategie® assist agencies and courtspactedby balil

reform.



Presentations were made by:

1.

2.

3.

Martin Lynch Director of Programs for Project M.O.R.E., spoke

abouti KS ySg 62YSyQa, NBAARSYGAlFf OSyudSN
Ken Romainformed the CJ@bout the progress made on Police

Reform and Reinvention;

A bail reform update was provided by Dr. Gary Christensen,

Matthew Weishaupt 5 A & G NA OG ! ,(horaaNdngeR Qa hFTFA OSSO
(Public Defendr) JonatharHellerand Kathy McQuadgOffice of

Probation)

Dr. Daria Hanssen, Marist College, gave a presentation on the

Impact of Service DisruptionClient and Providers Viewpoints.



QUALITYASSURANCE COMMITEEEENERAL CRIMINAL
JSTICE PRACTRESERCH
Gary E. Christensen, Ph. D.

Quality Assurance CJC Committeleurpose
Driven by evidence and continuing evaluation of local criminal justice practice, the
QualityAssurance Committee helps to inform local decision making to ensure
equity, maximize system efficiency, and confirm that local resources are utilized to
improve longterm public safety outcomes

Overview
As with previous years, throughout 2021 Dr. Chnstn continued to conduct
multiple analyses of the Dutchess County Jail (DCJ) population to advance local
understanding and polielevel decision making related to local criminal justice
practice. Weekly studies and analyses of the DCJ population wedeated to
evaluate the effect of Bail Reform Legislation (enacted in NY on 1/1/20 and
revised effective 7/1/20) and ensure compliance with same; however,
conclusions related to these analyses were complicated given the reality that the
COVIBL9 Pandemic adtinued throughout 2021. Despite related challenges, the
Quality Assurance Committee (comprised of stakeholders from the District
Attorney Office, the Office of the Public Defender, and the Offic€afbation
and Community Corrections) continugd meetvirtually throughout 2021 to
realize greater efficiency in criminal justice processing for all types of offenders
and monitor the existing DCJ inmate population. Dr. Christensen also continued
to work with the Special Populations Committee and the RESTARITYQ
Assurance Team.

Additionally, in keeping with prior commitments, the Quality Assurance

Committee compiled data as requested by the Institute for State and Local
Governance (ISLG) out of City UniversiNew York (CUNY) to contribute to the
study of New York State Bail Reform Legislation. These data were collected by the
District Attorney &  h Gfficd ddtBePublic Defender, an@ffice ofProbation

and Community Corrections and provided to the I&RILBNY team in early

October. To date, nadditional data have been requested nor have any

information or study results been shared by the ISLIGNY team; however, the

QA Committee remains committed to this effort and will evaluate and report
information to thelSLEGCUNY if requested aras it beomes available.



DCJ Admissions2021

As compared with years prior to Bail Reform Legislation, significant reductions in
DCJ admissions continued throughout 2021. CHART 1 compares DCJ admissions
from 20182021. Review of CHART 1 reveals that, in comparison with 2020, 2021
DCJ admissions in@ged for those incarcerated for 3 of the 4 reported crime

types and declined for Violations. CHART 2 depicts 2021 DCJ monthly admissions
by crime type and reveals continuing increases for Misdemeanor;\Naent

Felony, and Violent Felony admissions. BHA compares by jurisdiction 2020

DCJ admissions to those in 2021.

mm Misdemeanor

B Non-Violent Felony
Violation or Lower

I Violent Felony

—ALL

2018
1374
741
418
193
2726

DCJ Admissions - 2018 - 2021

2019 2020 2021
1091 226 283
668 233 325
377 145 117
174 131 174
2310 735 899

CHART 1




DCJ Population Composition by Crime and Month - January 2021- December 2021

CHART 3

DCJ Releases2021

21-Jan 21-Feb 21-Mar 21-May = 21-June 21-Jul Aug-21 21-Sep 21-Oct 21-Nov 21-Dec
mm Misdemeanor 35 36 38 44 38 39 34 39 53 44 47
B Non-Violent Felony 73 75 81 62 60 72 62 57 73 79 84
Violation/Lower 17 21 20 19 21 20 19 14 6 10 8

mmm Violent Felony 61 62 75 60 60 67 71 75 69 62 67
—Total 186 194 214 185 179 198 186 185 201 195 206

CHART 2

Jurisdiction 2020 2021 A 2020102021 |% A2020to 2021

[City of Beacon Court 29 33 4 13.8%

[City of Poughkeepsie Court 191 203 12 6.3%

Dutchess County Court 155 210 55 35.5%

Dutchess County Family Court 18 17 -1 -5.6%

Dutchess County Supreme Court 0 1 1 100.0%

[New York State Division of Parole 83 44 -39 -47.0%

[Town of Amenia Court 1 4 3 300.0%

[Town of Beekman Court 4 3 -1 -25.0%

[Town of Clinton Court 1 1 0 0.0%

[Town of Dover Court 10 21 11 110.0%

[Town of East Fishkill Court 27 43 16 59.3%

[Town of Fishkill Court 8 10 2 25.0%

[Town of Hyde Park Court 28 35 7 25.0%

[Town of LaGrange Court 25 16 -9 -36.0%

[Town of Milan Court 7 4 -3 -42.9%

[Town of North East Court 0 4 4 400.0%

[Town of Pawling Court 0 3 3 300.0%

[Town of Pine Plains Court 0 2 2 200.0%

[Town of Pleasant Valley Court 10 19 9 90.0%

[Town of Poughkeepsie Court 89 139 50 56.2%

[Town of Red Hook Court 5 5 0 0.0%

[Town of Rhinebeck Court 2 2 0 0.0%

Village of Rhineheck Court 0 2 2 200.0%

\illage of Tivoli Court 0 1 1 100.0%

[Town of Stanford Court 4 1 -3 -75.0%

[Town of Union Vale Court 3 6 3 100.0%

[Town of Wappingers Court 22 19 -3 -13.6%

[Town of Washington Court 2 6 4 200.0%

Village of Fishkill Court 2 4 2 100.0%

Village of Wappingers Court 6 23 17 283.3%

[Other Agency 3 0 -3 -100.0%

United States Marshals Service 0 2 2 200.0%

United States Marshals Service (NYC) 0 2 2 200.0%

United States Marshals Service (White Plains) 0 14 14 1400.0%

JALL Admissions 735 899 164 22.3%

Consistent with DCJ admissions, in comparison with 2020, 2021 releases from the
DCJ increased slightly, but declined considerably nmpasison with years prior




to Bail Reform. CHAR™dpicts all 20182021 DCJ releases by crime type.
CHART 5 reports the percentage of DCJ releases who were released to the street
vs. prison or another institution.

DCJ Releases - 2018-2021 by Crime Type

2018 2019 2020 2021
mm Misdemeanor 1405 1141 259 282
H Non-Violent Felony 748 722 255 300
mm Violation or Lower 320 320 149 104
= VViolent Felony 191 193 114 154
——Total 2664 2376 777 840

DCJ Releases - Street vs. Prison/Other
2018 - 2021

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%
2018 2019 2020 2021

M % to Street M % to Prison/Oth

CHART 5

Averagelength of Stay (ALOS) in the Dutchess County Jail {2021
In comparison with years previous, as depicted in CHART 6 below, average length
of stay (ALOS) increased considerably in 2021; however, radiaofithe 2021
increase can be attributed to thedncarcerated for a Violent Felony. CHART 7
further stratifies the ALOS of 202821 DCJ releases by crime type and sentence
status and CHART 8 reports ALOS by release destination (to Street vs.
Prison/Other Institution).




Violent Felony

Violation/Lower

Non-Violent Felony

Misdemeanor

ALL

DCJ Average Length of Stay by Year and Crime Type
2018 - 2021

I

ALL Misdemeanor Non-Violent Felony Violation/Lower Violent Felony
m 2021 84.7 743 78.5 75.6 122
W 2020 73.7 77.6 80.5 60.1 67.2
W 2019 53.5 46.4 67.5 331 77
m 2018 55.4 49.5 66.5 331 92.6
CHART 6
DCJ ALOS by Year, Crime Type, and Sentenced/Unsentenced
2018 - 2021
IIII II|| llll IIII IIII |I|‘ III unlla IIII ||||
ALL-U ALL-S Misd-U Misd-S NV Fel-U NV Fel-S Viol-U Viol-S Viol Fel-U = Viol Fel -5
W 2018 338 112.7 26.4 103 41.2 144.2 383 14.8 46.9 217.9
W 2019 329 110.8 22.6 106.7 44 143 39.6 15.1 37.8 186.1
W 2020 52.5 135.4 39.4 129.3 57.6 167.4 65.6 26.4 45 226
W 2021 58.9 166.4 54 118.2 55.3 177.7 90 11.4 51.6 344.7

CHART 7




DCJ Average Length of Stay by Release Type
2018 - 2021

2021 P 2205
59.6
62

2019 117.2
41.2
2018 “ 117
43
B ALL M Prison/Oth ALOS M Street ALOS
CHART 8

DCJ 2020 Release®©neYear Recidivism

Since 2012, Dutchess County has utilized the Proxy tool to measure the likelihood
of re-offenseattributed to all defendants, offenders, probationers, or parolees
under the supervision of the local crimirjaktice system. On numerous

occasions since its inception, the Proxy has been validated within Dutchess
County for its accuracy in predicting riskrefoffenseand is therefore relied

upon to offer valuable information for use in identifying and matchiagdidates

with appropriate interventions and for retrospective evaluation of
program/intervention public safety outcomes.

As reported last year, in November of 2020 a comprehensive recidivism study

was completed that compared RESTART releasesdthaik released to the

street from the DCJ from February 204 Dctober 2019. As part of this study,

baseline recidivism rates by risk to reoffend (Proxy Score) were established to
stratify all people released to the street during the study period whonaid

receive RESTART services. As in the past, these analyses offered strong validation
of the Proxy tool as measure of risk to reoffend (CHART 9). However, as depicted
in CHART 10, for the first time since the implementation of the Proxy tool, one



yearrecidivism rates for 2020 DCJ releases showed weaker correlation with Proxy

scores. The QA Committee will continue to monitor Proxy outcomes and
investigate factors that can be attributed to this anomaly; as Proxy scores are
relied upon for triaging offeders/defendants by risk to reoffend for assignment
to various interventions as well as for evaluation of ldegn public safety
outcomes.

ALL DCJ Street Releases (N=5819) - NO RESTART
Feb. 2017 - Oct. 2019

1800 70.0%
1600 60.0%
1400
1200 50.0%
1000 40.0%
800 30.0%
600 20.0%
400 I I 10.0%
200 I 20
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
. AL 276 648 967 1175 1636 916 201
I Recidivists 65 196 359 511 823 489 122
-9 Recidivism 23.6% 30.2% 37.1% 43.5% 50.3% 53.4% 60.7%
CHART 9
2020 DCJ Releases to Street - 1-Year Recidivism
(N=651 Releases)
250 50.0%
45.0%
200 40.0%
35.0%
150 30.0%
25.0%
100 20.0%
15.0%
50 I I I 10.0%
5.0%
o - | . .
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
W/ Releases 18 62 80 129 209 122 31
= # Returned 5 12 22 33 86 54 13
% Recdivism 27.8% 19.4% 27.5% 25.6% 41.1% 44.3% 41.9%
CHART 10

DCJ Admissions by Offense Type/Race/Gender/Ethnicity




As requested by the Criminal Justice Council, the QA Committee studied and
reported DCJ admissions by offense type, race, gender, and ethnicity in
September 2021. Each of the Slides below depict the aggregate rate of
incarceration attributed to each groyper 100 like residents from January 2016
August 11, 2021, the yearly incarceration rates prior to bail reform (January 2016
- December 2019), and the yearly incarceration rates since bail reform (January
2020- August 11, 2021). These rates are repdrbelow for Misdemeanor
admissions (Slide 1), N&fiolent Felony admissions (Slide 2), Violations (Slide 3),
and Violent Felony admissions (Slide 4).

Aggregate Misdemeanor Admissions,/ 100 Residents
Jan. 2016 - Aug. 11, 2021 (N=5898)

Aggregate Rate per 100 = 2.0

Black Male 9.7
Black - ALL 5.9
Hispanic Male
White Male 2.2
Black Female 2.2
Hispanic - ALL 2.1
ALL 2.0
White -ALL 15
White Fermale 0.8
Hispanic Female 0.8
Yearly Misdemeanor Admissions,/100 Residents Yearly Misdemeanor Admissions/100 Residents
Jan. 2016 - Dec. 2019 (N=5507) Jan. 2020 - Aug. 11, 2021 (N=389)
Yearly Rate per 100 = .47 Yearly Rate per 100 = .08
Black Male I 2,22 Black Male 0.40
Black - ALL I 13T Black - ALl 0.27
Hispanic Male S — .79 Hispanic Male 0.15
Black Female n— .52 ‘White Male 0.09
White Male —E——— 52 Misdemeanor - ALL 0.08
Hispanic - ALL  —o—— (] 40 Hisparnie - ALl 0.08
Misdemeanor - ALL  ——— 0.47 White - ALL 0.06
White - ALL - (.35 Black Female 0.05
Hispanic Female mmm 0.19 White Femnale 0.03
White Female . 0.13 Hispanic Female 0.01

SLIDE 1




Aggregate Mon-Violent Felony Admissions,/100 Residents
Jan. 2016 - Aug. 11, 2021 (N= 3580
Aggregate Rate per 100=1.2
Black Male 6.5
Black - ALL 3.9
Hispanic Male ia
Black Female m—— 1 4
White Male I ] ]
ALL e— ] 7
Hizpanic - ALL  =— ]
White -ALL  e— 0.9
Hizpanic Female w04
White Female mmm 0.4

Yearly Non-Violent Feleny Admissions/ 100 Residents Yearly Mon-Vialent Felony Admissions/100 Residents
Jan. 2016 - Dec. 2019 [N=3152) Jan.2020 - Aug. 11, 2021 [N=428)
Yearly Rate per 100 = .27 Yearly Rate per 100 = .09
Black Male I Black Male I (.55
Black - ALL 0.E6B Black - ALL 031
Hispanic Male I 040 Hispanic Male I 0.16
Black Female I 0,37 White Male IEE—— (.11
White Male I (. 30 Mon-Violent Felony - ALL I ()09
Non-Violent Felony - ALL I .27 Hispanic - ALL I (.09
Hispanic - ALL  E— .25 Black Fermale  m—— (.07
White - ALL N 0,13 White - ALL NN 0.0
Hispanic Female B (.09 Hispanic Fernale W 0.02
White Female HEE 0.09 ‘White Fernale W §.02

SLIDE 2

Aggregate Violation Lower Admissions,100 Residents
Jan. 2016 - Aug. 11, 2021 (N= 1953)
Apgregate Rate per 100 =.7

Black Male 45
Black - ALL 2.5
Hispanic Male  e—— ] 3
Hispanic - ALL  —e— ) 7
ALL  e— () 7
White Male  e— 7
Black Fernale  — (.5
White -ALL  w—(.4
HEganic Fafmale w= 02
‘White Female == (.2

Yearly Violation/Lower Admissions/100 Residents Yearly Violation/Lower Admissions/100 Residents
Jan. 2016 - Dec. 2018 [N=1729) lan, 2020 - Aug, 11, 2021 {N=230)
Yearly Rate per 100 = .15 Yearly Rate per 100 = .07
Black Male 0.96 Black Male 038
Black - ALL ———— .5 Black - ALL I .0
Higpanic Male I (. Hispanic Male  EE— .10
Hispanic - ALL — (.16 Violation or Lower - ALL  m— (.07
White Male — 015 Hispanic- ALL S (.06
Violation or Loweer - ALL  E— 015 White Male — 0,04
Black Female I (.12 White - ALL  mE 0,03
White - ALL S (.09 Black Female =m 0,02
Hispanic Female =8 Q.04 Hispanic Female = 0,01
White Female ™ 0.04 White Fermale B 9,01

SLIDE 3



Aggregate Viclent Felony Admissions,/100 Residents
lan. 2016 - Aug. 11, 2021 (N=983)
Aggregate Rate per 100 = .3
Black Male 2.2

Black - ALL 13
Hispanic Male —————————————— ) 7

Black Fermale  —— 5
Hispanic - ALL  ne— (] 4
ALL  — 03
White Male =— (1
White -ALL w0,
Hisganic Fermale w1

White Fernale = 0,05

Yearly Vielent Felony Admissions,/100 Residents Yearly Violent Felony Admissions,/100 Residents
Jan. 2016 - Dec. 2019 (N=741) lan. 2020 - Aug. 11, 2021 [N=242)
Yearly Rate per 100 = .06 Yearly Rate per 100 = .05
Black Male I (), ] Black Mzale I (), 3
Black - ALL 0.26 Black - ALL 0.20
Hispanic Male IEEEEEEE——— . 12 Hispanic Male e [, 13
Black Female a— 0 HiEpanic - ALL - .07
HEpganic - ALL I (.08 Black Fermale I (.06
Violent Felony - ALL I (.06 Violent Felony - ALL e 0,05
White Male  n— 05 White Male —(.05
Vhite - ALL  m—0,03 White - ALL = 0,03
Hispanic Female == 0,02 Hispanic Fermale = 0,02
White Female m 001 White Female m 0.01
SLIDE 4

Additional Activities in Support of Other CItbmmittees

Dr. Christensen also continued to assist and participate as a member of the

Special Populations workgroup and the RESTART Quality Assurance Workgroup.

Given continuing challenges related to the pandemic and associated quarantines,
manyinnova Y& 2NJ ag2N] I NRBdzy Ra¢ o0SOFYS ySOSaal Nk
inclusive of RESTART patrticipants. The RESTART Quality Assurance Workgroup

continually adjusted RESTART dosage and programming practices necessitated by

guarantine and pandemitelated restrictons. Each of these dates and changes

were documented to provide for accurate evaluation in the future.

The practice of maintenance and induction to provide MedicaAssisted
Treatment (MAT) for those incarcerated within the DCJ who were/are afflicted
with opioiddisorderscontinued throughout 2021. Slide 4 reports recidivism rates
by risk to reoffend of 62 MAT recipients released to the street vs. all others
released to the street during the study period. Slide 5 stratifies MAT recipients
(N=62) by rae, gender, ethnicity, and jurisdiction.



Recidivism (Street Releases; 1/15/20 - 4/30/21)
MAT Candidates (N=62) v. ALL Others (N=229)

proXY 4« | 1%
pROXY 46 AT | 2.5

rrOXY 0.3 [ :s.1%
PROXY 03 MAT - [, :<.0%

PR Total | # Ret to jul [ RECID %6
-2 108 15 15.1%
l4-5 123 42 34.1%
j0-2 MAT 20 3 15.0%
[afi MAT 42 1] 23.8%

SLIDE 4

SLIDE 5



